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Summary off Examiner Interview/Record 



An interview was conducted between one Attorney of Record, Troy Groetken, 
and Examiner Nakarani on February 15, 2006. The rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
112, first paragraph was discussed. Examiner Nakarani expressed agreement that 
amending the claim language of claim 1 to read "firom about 1% by weight to about 10% 
by weight" would be acceptable and overcome the remaining 112, first paragraph 
rejection of that particular claim. It was agreed that claim 12 would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form to incorporate the elements of claim 1, including the 
amendment discussed. 

The Examiner fiirther agreed that claims 31 through 36 were allowable if rewritten 
in independent form as noted in the December 21, 2005 Office Action. The rejection of 
claims 56 and 57 under 35 U.S.C. 112 was also discussed, though no agreement was 
reached with respect to potential claim amendments. Further, Examiner Nakarani 
indicated that support for certain claim amendments could also be envisioned by 
supplying component specification information. 

Lastly, Examiner Nakarani indicated that various grammatical and typographical 
errors were noted in the specification of the instant application and requested amendments 
to correct those errors. 
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